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December 19, 1996

RECEIVED

Mr. William F, Caton
Acting Secretary

‘DEC:).9.
Federal Communications Commission ! 9‘”6
1919 M Street, NNW. Room 222 FEDERAL CORMUMCATION
. e o ~s * 5 Sy I
Washington, DC 20554 Qﬁg% o 8 %m;%twsdo

RE: Inthe Matter of Telephone Number Portability - CC Docket No. 95-116

Dear Mr. Caton,

Attached is additional information requested during Sprint’s December 4, 1996,
meeting on the above matter. Carol Mattey, Jeannie Su, Susan McMaster, and Linda

Kinney represented the Common Carrier Bureau’s Policy and Program Planning Division
at the meeting.

It is requested that this information be made a part of the record in this matter.
Two copies of this letter, in accordance with Section 1.1206(a)(1) of the Commission’s
Rules and Regulations are provided for this purpose.

Please call on the above telephone number if there are questions.

l-?f/,m,(,\

Warren D. Hannah

Sincerely,

Attachments
c: Ms. Carol Mattey, FCC Ms. Jeannie Su, FCC

Ms. Susan McMaster, FCC  Ms. Linda Kinney, FCC
Ms. Norina Moy, Sprint Ms. Marcheta Maatsch, Sprint
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In follow up to our December 4, 1996 discussion, Sprint submits this additional information regarding
bona fide request procedures for number portability implementation.

Sprint is involved in state number portability implementation workshops in Washington, California,
Minnesota, Texas, Florida, Illinois, Ohio, Indiana, Maryland and the regional efforts in Colorado,
Georgia, and the Bell Atlantic states. Sprint has been directly involved in a procedure to determine
specific exchanges for number portability implementation in Florida, Illinois, Ohio and Indiana. To the
best of Sprint’s knowledge, the procedures have taken place as follows:

Florida

Florida local telephone competition legislation required implementation of true number portability;
therefore in first quarter 1996, the Florida Commission Staff initiated workshops for this implementation.
In recognition of the fact that the entire state could not reasonably be implemented with number
portability in a flash-cut fashion, the Staff sent a list of all exchanges in the state to all local exchange
providers (including those that were in the application stage) for them to determine a deployment priority.
A workshop was then held for all providers to vote on their priority exchanges. Each provider was
allowed twenty votes per LATA. These votes were then compiled and a list was distributed in May, 1996
to all providers with the name of the exchange and the number of votes. The intention of compiling this
information was to then develop areas or clusters of exchanges that had a priority for deployment.

Because this list was being evaluated at the same time the FCC Order was released, the state has set this
issue aside. Therefore, it is yet to be determined how exchanges will be chosen for deployment through the

workshops because their focus has shifted to database vendor selection and other pertinent operational
issues.

Illinois

The Illinois Commerce Commission opened a docket on April 7, 1995 to initiate a task force for local
number portability deployment. Through the efforts of this task force, each competitive local exchange
carrier was requested to submit a list of exchanges they wanted deployed with number portability in the
Chicago MSA. The ICC Staff accepted these lists and compiled one comprehensive list which established
the implementation schedule for the Chicago MSA. This procedure was handled in an informal,
reasonable manner through the task force without a specific order from the ICC. Sprint was unable to

find any specific documentation for this informal procedure which predates the FCC’s order on number
portability.

As a result of this informal procedure, the Ilinois number portability workshops discussed documenting
the procedure for use in other states. Because consensus could not be reached amongst the workshop
members, this documentation was not finalized. However, the Ameritech comments filed with the FCC
on October 7, 1996 reflect the bona fide request implementation procedure discussed in the workshops.

Ohio and Indiana

Both Ohio and Indiana have documented use of the bona fide request implementation procedure in their
number portability workshop minutes (see attached). The procedure used is as described in Ameritech’s
comments. As indicated in these minutes, the state commission is involved in the procedure, but Indiana

actually has an agreed upon consultant doing the work to create the list from the competitive local
exchange carriers.

Indiana has extended the timeframe to finalize the list because all exchanges within the MSA were picked
by a competitive local exchange carrier. The Staff has requested that CLECs reconsider their requests as
to whether they need every exchange equipped with number portability for facilities-based competition.
The list will be provided to Staff by December 9, 1996 and to ILECs on December 10, 1996.



Sprint believes that the bona-fide request procedure as set forth in Ameritech’s comments are appropriate
and beneficial for the deployment of number portability. This bona-fide request procedure will focus the
efforts of implementation on facility-based competitive areas, allow for significant resource savings, and
ultimately benefit all consumers. For these reasons and the sake of consistency, Sprint urges the FCC to
adopt this procedure for use in all states.
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The Public Utilities Commission o1 Ohio hosted the thind Ohlo [ ocal Number Porubilily
Workshop on November 13, 1996

NOTE: This sunzmary covtains important nformation regarding LNP switch sclecfiun by
new entrunts and a StafT Advisement reganding regional participation.

‘The mesting was presided over by Chair, Temy Appunzclior and StafF mamber Scott Pottor,

URDATES en PUCO, FCT, & NANC

Mr. Potier informied the workshup @i @is Couunissson liad boen apprised of the susrent progrees
and status of the workshop, He notod thst the Commission, had not to this dste voiced anry major
concerns, However, he did not fimt there was some discussion of the worlosxop decision baxe the
LNP convarsion plan un swikds fovation as oppored to subseribor losation.

Mr. Appenzeller bricfod the workshop on the recent moctings of fw NANC and the LNP warking
group of s NANC. The NANC LNP working group is t be 0o-Chaired by Mr. Appenzeller
and Woody Kerkeslager of ATET. Updates on the NANC and its working groups can be found
on the FCC Web page at "www.fos.gov” under b Common Carricr Darean  soction. This
page will also coutain a link to g ICC workshop web page ("www.ported.com™).

Additionally, Mr. Appenzeller gave the worksbop his best guess as 1o when the FOC would rule
on the reconsidcration roquasty and hosy thoss rulings might Yook

LINE Pick Lisly
Mr. Potter distributed the Master "Pick From™ lists to the new eptrants present st the workshop.
Therc was discussion of how the selection process would proceed snd how Staff would mecge
cach new cntramts selection wito & prioritized implemcntation list. The following points warc
agrecd upon.

1. All facilities-based new entrants who have a need for cumber

within Phace 1 of the Obio warkshop proaess, mmst tave their “Pick From™

liet retumed to Mr. Potier no later than Jamuary €, 1996, This is the absclute

deadline for inclurion i the Phasc 1 conversion.

2. It is expected that all new eatrasts making switch sclections will male an
honest good faith appraical of their short-term LNP needs, aod pot request
switch conversiots tn a scale beyond their best guess of short-torm facilities-
based service offering. In the cvent thut Stafl finds one or more pew cntrants
have made widespread switch selections that appear to he beyond our
understnding of the new extrant’s short-term service plans, this issue will
have 1o bo eddrersed furthor. Mr. Potter suggested thet in this cvet, the
Commission would likely become mvolved and Staff would probably
resnmmend that new entrants be required to submitted substantial supporting
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documentation % suppon their NP ruquestx. Mr. Poter nowd i if b is
necosiary (o go o this step, LNP availability would likely be delayed for all
new catrants,

3. Pick lists can be submitted in either hard copy or digital fonmat. Both hard
copy forms and disk forms weore distributed by Ms. Potter.  Staff will only
aceept Pick Lists an the standardivaxd forms. Mr. Pulla aguaited that
if a pew entrents has more than a few switch picks, that they try 1o submit
their Pick List in digftal format.

4. New eniranty should simply indicate the swinches they need converted
without any prioritization. StfY will devaloped a prioritized Tist based on the
mumber of requests for cach

switch. Staff will also take note of any new entrants who bave relativaty fow
switch requests and whether those switch roquests represent unique requests,
In these cascr, Steff will give additional woight to thone roquests to preset
all now catrants enfering the matketing on a very limited besis who might be
fhe only new untrant in an area from falling to the bottom of the

prioritized schodulo.,

5. It was clarified that e Oltio warkshop Phase 1 and Phase 2 are Not o e
oonﬁ:udmﬁ:ﬂnFCC‘euhodu)cferhbpleSAs Phase 1 is the

for new entrants to roguext upfront the initial set of switches
which will be converted to 1.NP. Phase 2 which roay following dwectly on
the heale of Phase 1, is for camriers 1 make individual mequets tn spocific
LECs for LNP. Requests made during Phase 2 will be met sccording
b 2 fimeframe based on the techoical status of the petwork and switch
requasted. Thix Phase 2 timeframe bas not heen fnally apreed to at
this time.

Mr AppmzdluahonpdahdtcwmblwpmbomoﬂnbwdmqumlLLC
The next regional LLC meeting is Nov. 22 in Detroit. This is 2 moeting for busincss virategy
perscms of sty camier that might be considering joining/or has i interest in the development of the
regional LI.C. Mr. Appenzeller notod that there is already a kentative agrocment as to the cost
allocation to the member companies.

Bary Bishop, Chair of the ICC workshop Operations Commritiee, updated  the Ohio workshop
on the effort to build a regional Operations commitee. Mr. Bishop and Mr. Appoafler stressod
that it is imperative for all interested patties to immedistely begin athnding the regional mestings
if they wish their organization to bave a voice in the development of the regronal LNP sywtem that
all will be subjested to in the noar future. I anyome wishes 1o got mare information oo the
regional Operations committee, please contact Mr. Bishop at “barry .bishop@ported.com™

VISE
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The Ohio Workshop is a Corvmission ordered process that was meant tp be the forum in
which the implernentation issues of Ohdo LNP would be decided.  The Ohlo wurlshop has
thﬂﬂw&hﬂndﬂ*mﬁmﬂm Mmmmm

M ltls ﬁhlyﬂmmemwmhopvmmm
regular meunthly meetings after the Jarmary meeting. However, it is Hikely that the Ohlo
‘Waorkshop group will continnue to sexve In s Ohlo Steering Cominiitee capacity for any Ohilo
specific ssacy referred by the regional efforts or the PUCO.

Next Meeting
The next mecting is scheduled for Jaruary 9th, 1997 at 10:30AM in the PUCO offices.
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L INTRODUCTION

The third mesting of the indlan Number Portadbiiity Task force wee heid on Oclobwr 7,1996 ot

9230 s.m. at the Commission’s Office in incfianspolis. Tesrry Appanzefies fram Amertioch chaind
the meetiog.

i BEETRS ATTEMEES

A list of the mesting atiendecs is stiached.

W ForowUe FRos LAsT Mg

A e August 18, 1998 mooling a Schedule had been agoed o for deweloping en
implomuntation plan. Based on this schedule, the new entrams wers o derlity o an
mmmmmmmﬂmmmwmm.w
from Stan Sallicr, detod Septomber &, 1998.)

mnmammmmmunnumnnum::
as of this mesting. As this effort is oritical for delermining the cost of Implevnaating LINP

Siuie of Indiena a5 fegquested by the FURC in 3 repost due on November 8,1908, the sk tyce
sgruad t0:

&) sstublish g revised scoadule;

b} submR a prefiminary progress report o the (URC on Novermber 8, 1908

€) requost an mxaneion for the cosk ssUMale dus to the RIRE. The regquesied dale

wouid be January 8,1997,
The Tohowing revised schuduis wes agreex to:

1021/96: Now ediranis to idenlily by MSA, mxhanges hey want o enler. These
iz are to be sent i Brad Behounk. an ndependent Dkt party
consultat, at:

Bradt Pahowmek

473 Brosdviow Avenus
Highland Park, IL, 60035
Telophone: 31231278
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M. Foriom Ur Erom LacT MSRTING (SowTeRmD)

i for exch MEA, by
e Brad & fo complie a master list of Sxchanges
combining requests from sl Compathive LECs. The wequesling CLEDs

name will NOT be isertilied. Brad wil) provide this liat w the IRUC ang
incumbents on this dale.

114198 The Incumbents, Amelisch. GTE, Sprint and eny ndepandents will
compiie a repoft with heir attices on te masted Bt end the schadnle for

providing Nuamiber Portabiity.
Repovt Extansion
hm: The Teuk Foroe unardmownly voind {0 have the two co-chaly (Teny
Apperaetier. Ameriech and Judy Evans, ATET) sign the exdension
roxpuest on behwif of the Workshop.

Raport Aathors: The following companles agreed 1o suthor e veporis (reliminmary
progress repart and main repont, including a cost catimede):
Amearttoch

GTE
Sprint
Snithvilie
ATaT
MFs

Schodule: The Fiest dmft is due on Ocioher 25, 1955, Commenis ancd Feadback in
dus Novembar 1, 1588, Submit the Prelimiasry Report 40 IRUC,

W, Newewas

NANG: Teny Appemslicr veporied on the frst NANC mesting October 1. 1998. NANC s
Torming two (2) tesk forces.

NANC foroe will couisal the FCC an how 10 move Nusaer Adminisintion
mmumbmd::um. mmmrghuz’ﬂm
W's firel meeting on Novenber 7, 1998. Rt is schduled to complets s work by January
1. 1800,

m h L}
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V. Newksours CONTMUED)

NPAC / LLC: Roger Mershell pressried a repont on the Mincls NPAC, saiection of Logikhesd,
! au-mmmm:-&numwmmm.m
Tenponeat 10 Soms of the Guesions sre outiined Dalow.

. Service Provider dogs not have to be #n LLC member 1o yee the NPAC.
fwfmmbmmnmucmwm

members on e same termes.
pnposs to manage the wih the Vendor and
" wmmWﬁ:u Esch Sevvicn ™At Sign a
sagarete sgreement with Lockhwed.

for the
. will be regionaliznd.. Each memuer wifl only pewioln ance
Wrwbnmumwmmm‘

Srertives
» will ask Lockiwed to base comt aflocation an any
Magﬁmmmmmm

e Any Indimne workshop puticipant imeresied in joming the LLC shouin

conisei Roger Marshall, Amariech, or Damial Noorai, ATAT. (Bee stteched
Aendoce List)

V. - NeoNms

The next meeting has Deen acheduled for November 8, 1988 at 710:30 a.m. in e Commission's Law
Liasary.

‘The following Miols Weorkshop commitises will make presentations st that mesting:
1. Rating and Bmng
2. Dpurations

TOTAL. P.&5

TOTAL P.@&7



